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1 . I HAD MY FOLLOW UP DISCUSSION WITH EOREIGN SECRETARY MEHTA ON 
MAY 28 AND, AS MIGHT BE EXPECTED, THE OEEICIALS EOUND MUCH TO 
QUESTION BUT NOTHING DEVELOPED TO ALTER THE CONCLUSIONS I HAD MADE 
EOLLOWING MY TALK WITH THE PRIME MINISTER. ALSO ATTENDING WERE 

V. SHANKAR, WHO HEADS THE PRIME MINISTER'S OFEICE, AND M.A. 

VELLODI, WHO HANDLES NUCLEAR MATTERS IN THE EOREIGN MINISTRY. 

MY STATEMENT ABOUT THE EEFECT ON OUR COOPERATION OE ANOTHER NUCLEAR 
TEST STIMULATED NO RPT NO COMMENT. MY SKETCHING OUT OE WHERE WE 
HOPED NEGOTIATIONS WOULD LEAD US BROUGHT EORTH RECITATIONS OE THE 
HISTORY OE OUR NUCLEAR AGREEMENTS AND COOPERATION AND SOME RE- 
HEARSING OE INDIAN OPENING POSITIONS IN NEGOTIATION (THEY WILL BE 
TOUGH). EOR THE MOST PART, I POUND THE CONVERSATION INTERESTING 
POR THE INDICATIONS IT GAVE ABOUT INDIAN REQUIREMENTS EOR THE 
NEGOTIATIONS AND THEIR SENSITIVITIES. 

2. I POUND CONSIDERABLE INDIAN INTEREST IN WHETHER OR NOT WE WERE 
MAKING INDIA SPECIAL CASE AND DESCRIMINATING AGAINST IT. POR 
EXAMPLE, SHANKAR ASKED WHAT PARTS OP THE NEGOTIATIONS WOULD BE 
PECULIAR TO INDIA AND WHAT PARTS OP UNIVERSAL APPLICATION. I 
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ANSWERED THAT ONLY THOSE TECHNICAL MATTERS PERTAINING TO TARAPUR 
AND US HEAVY WATER WOULD BE PECULIAR TO INDIA. MEHTA WORRIED OVER 
WHAT HE SAW AS AN IMPLICATION IN THE PRESIDENTS POLICY THAT IT 
WOULD HAVE A DIPPERENT BEARING ON DIFPERENT COUNTRIES. I REPLIED 
THAT IN MY DISCUSSIONS WITH THE PRESIDENT AND OTHERS IN WASHINGTON 
THERE WAS A DEPINITE DESIRE TO TREAT INDIA AS WE TREATED OTHER 
COUNTRIES; THERE WAS NO DISPOSITION TO BE DESCRIMINATING OR PUNA- 
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TIVE. SHANKAR COMMENTED THAT ONE OE THE THINGS WHICH RANKLED THE 
PRIME MINISTER WAS OUR CONTINUED TESTING; HE CONSIDERED EXAMPLE 
BETTER THAN PRECEPT. 

3. IT BECAME APPARENT IN THE DISCUSSION THAT THE INDIANS HAVE A 
MAJOR POLITICAL PROBLEM IN THEIR NEGOTIATIONS WITH US. SHANKAR 
SPOKE OF THE PUBLIC PSYCHOLOGY IN INDIA, SAYING THAT THERE WAS 
A FEELING THAT INDIA HAD KEPT TO ITS AGREEMENT WITH US. ANY 
REOPENING OF THAT AGREEMENT WHICH PREVENTED FULFILLMENT OF ITS 
PURPOSE, PRODUCTION OF POWER FOR THE PUBLIC, WOULD CREATE A FIRST 
CLASS POLITICAL PROBLEM. HE SAID THAT CONSIDERABLE HEAT WAS ALSO 
RAISED BY THE QUESTION OF WHY INDIAN ASSURANCES REGARDING PEACEFUL 
USES HAD NOT BEEN ACCEPTED. I FIND CONSIDERABLE VALIDITY TO 
SHANKAR'S POINT ABOUT THEIR POLITICAL PROBLEM. INDIA NOW HAS A 
VERY OPEN DEMOCRACY AND ALREADY THE LEFT PRESS IS BEGINNING TO 
ATTACK THE GOVT FOR PREPARING TO SELL OUT TO THE US ON NUCLEAR 
POLICY. 

4. THE TIMING OF THE NEGOTIATIONS IS ALSO A PROBLEM TO THE 
INDIANS. SHANKAR SAID THAT HE DOUBTED THAT THE PRIME MINISTER 
WOULD WANT THE POLICY NEGOTIATIONS TO TAKE PLACE UNTIL AFTER THE 
NEXT SESSION OF PARLIAMENT, WHICH WOULD BE CONCLUDED AUGUST FIFTH. 
THEY WOULD NOT WANT OUTBURSTS IN PARLIAMENT TO INTERFERE. VELLODI 
SAID THAT THEIR ESTIMATE WAS THAT THE PRESIDENT'S LEGISLATION WAS 
NOT LIKELY TO PASS UNTIL SEPTEMBER OR OCTOBER AND ASKED IF WE 
WANTED TO HAVE NEGOTIATIONS IN THE INTERIM OR THEREAFTER. I 
REPLIED THAT I HAD NO INSTRUCTIONS BUT WE WANTED TO TALK SOON 
WITH SOME INDIAN OFFICIAL ABOUT STRUCTURING NEGOTIATIONS. MEHTA 
COMMENTED THAT THE PRIME MINISTER AND FOREIGN MINISTER ARE BOTH 
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TRAVELING ABROAD AND WOULD REQUIRE TIME FOR CABINET DISCUSSION 
OF SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES AFTER THEIR RETURN. SHANKAR SAID THEY WOULD 
NEED TIME TO GET POLICY GUIDANCE. WE CONCLUDED THAT DISCUSSIONS 
ON TECHNICAL ISSUES WHICH HAD TO BE RSOLVED TO KEEP TARAPUR IN 
OPERATION (E.G. SPENT FUEL STORAGE SHOULD BEGIN AS SOON AS 
POSSIBLE BUT MORE TIME WOULD BE REQUIRED BEFORE BROADER POLICY 
DISCUSSIONS COULD BE BEGUN. I SUSPECT THAT THEY WANT TO DELAY NOT 
ONLY FOR DOMESTIC POLITICAL REASONS BUT THEY ALSO WANT TO FIND OUT 
THE DIRECTION OF US POLICY AND THE TREND IN OUR NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
OTHER COUNTRIES. 

5. I FOUND, OF COURSE, GREAT SENSITIVITY ABOUT OUR AGREEMENT ON 
TARAPUR (THEY STRONGLY FEEL THAT THEY HAVE OBSERVED IT IN FULL), 
WHETHER WE INTEND TO RENEGOTIATE IT, AND WHETHER THE TARAPUR POWER 
OUTPUT WILL BE CURTAILED. I POINTED OUT THAT MUCH TIME HAD GONE 

BY SINCE THE AGREEMENT HAD BEEN CONCLUDED; WE HAD BECOME 
AWARE OF NEW PROBLEMS AND THE INDIAN PROGRAM HAD MOVED IN THE 
DIRECTION OF REPROCESSING AND BREEDER REACTORS. THE US HAD MADE 
A REVIEW OF ITS POLICY AND WISHED JOINTLY TO EXPLORE WITH THE GOI 
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IN GOOD FAITH AND ON THE BASIS OF EQUALITY HOW OUR NEW PERCEPTIONS 
AND POLICIES MIGHT FIT WITH INDIAN POLICIES. 

6. I CONCLUDE THAT A BEGINNING HAS BEEN MADE BUT THAT NEGOTIATIONS 
WILL BE LONG AND DIEFICULT. I BELIEVE THAT THE WAY WE APPROACH 
THE INDIANS WILL HAVE MUCH TO DO WITH OUR PROSPECTS EOR SUCCESS. 

I HOPE WE CAN BE SENSITIVE TO THE CONCERNS THEY EXPRESSED TO ME 
TODAY NOT WITH THE VIEW OF MAKING CONCESSIONS BUT RATHER OF BETTER 
ATTAINING OUR OBJECTIVES. 

7. THE DEPARTMENT MAY WISH TO REPEAT THIS MESSAGE TO THE 
SECRETARY IN PARIS 

GOHEEN 
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NNN 
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